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The purpose of the 1991-92 Columbus (Ohio) Public 
Schools Full Day Kindergarten program was to improve the level of 
achievement of first-grade pupils by providing an additional half-day 
of kindergarten experience for 952 pupils in selected schools. This 
extra time allowed the students to participate in activities that 
were designed to enhance their growth and achievement; to give 
instruction in performing and creative arts, humanities, and ethics; 
to provide activities in physical fitness and health; and to give 
pupils the experience of participating in community service projects. 
One specific program objective was to have at least 50 percent of the 
pupils who attended the program demonstrate an awareness of early 
concepts about print by completing at least 12 of 17 items on the 
Balloons test (a concepts test about print as-sessment) at least 80 
percent of thu time. This objective was achieved by 676 of the 775 
pupils who met the attendance criterion, tor a success rate of 88 
percent. Six appendixes provide: (1) a sample pupil attendance card; 
(2) a homeroom absence total report; (3) a 1991-92 pupil roster; (4) 
a sample pupil data sheet; (5) a scoring sheet for the Balloons test; 
and (6) an orientation inservice evaluation form for teachers. 
(MDM) 
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Elementary and Secondary Education Act-Chapter 2 



FINAL EVALUATION REPORT 
LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT COMPONENT 
FULL DAY KINDERGARTEN PROGRAM 
1991-92 

ABSTRACT 

Program Description : The Full Day Kindergarten (FDK) program served 952 pupils. Funding of the 
component was made available through the Elementary and Secondary Education Act-Chapter 2 of Title 1. 

The purpose of the 1991-92 Full Day Kindergarten (FDK) program was to improve the level of achievement 
of first-grade pupils by providing an additional hatf-day of kindergarten experience for pupils in selected 
schools. This extra half day provided time for pupils to participate in more language enrichment activities 
and to have more opportunities for engagement in group learning. Chapter 2 funds were allocated for the 
school year 1991-92 to pay only for time beyond that required in the minimum standards. This program was 
an expansion of the regular kindergarten program which was required by the state minimum standards. 

Time Interval : For evaluation purposes, the instmctional period for the FDK program started on Septenrfcer 
30, 1991, and continued through April 3, 1992. This gave an evaluation time period of 1 17 days. To be in 
the sample, pupils must have attended at least 80 percent of the instmctional period stated above and have 
taken the criterion-referenced spring test. 

Activities : Activities were designed to enhance a pupil's personal growth and achievement; to give 
instruction in perfonming and creative arts, humanities, and ethics; to provide activities in physical fitness 
and health; and to give the pupil the experience of participating in community servrce projects. 

Objective : One program objective was devetoped for the FDK program. Objective 1.0 stated: At least 50 
percent of the kindergarten pupils who attend the program at least 80 percent of the instructional period will 
demonstrate an awareness of eariy concepts about print such that they will successfully complete at least 
12 of 17 items on the Balloons test. Successful completk)n of at least 12 of 17 items is considered 
appropriate for promotion to grade 1 . 

Evaluation Design: The objective was measured through the administration of the Balloons test, a 
concepts about print assessment. This was a criterion-referenced test with 17 items covering eariy 
concepts about print. Pupils were tested in Spring 1992. An especially written "trade book" called Balkx)ns 
was developed by two Federal and State Program coordinators to measure eariy concepts about print 
awareness of kindergarten pupils in the local district. The results of the criterion-referenced test were 
analyzed in temns of the minimum, maximum, n^edian and nxxle of the raw scores and the number and 
percentage of pupils meeting the criterion for Objective 1 .0. 

Major Rndings: Pupil census information indteated the program served 952 kindergarten pupils for an 
average of 27.5 hours of instruction per week. The average daily membership in the program was 865.1 
pupils. The average days scheduled (enrolln^ent) per pupil was 106.3 days, and the average days served 
(attendance) per pupil was 98.9 days. Although there was a headcount of 46 teachers in the program, the 
full time equivalency was 20.5 funded teachers. The average number of pupils sen/ed per full time 
equivalency teacher was 46.4. The attendance criterion was met by 775 pupils, which was 81.4% of the 
952 pupils sen/ed. 
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Objective 1.0, dealing with achievement performance of the Full Day Kindergarten program, was achieved 
with 676 (88.0%) of the pupils in the evaluation sample successfully completing 12 or more items on the 
Balloons test. 

Process Evaluation was conducted to rrx)nitor the record-keeping procedures of teachers. Telephone 
conferences and inspections of records we^'e instrumental in assuring accuracy. 

Recommendations : Based on the analysis? of the criterion-referenced spring test performance for the Full 
Day Kindergarten program and the number of children served, it is strongly recommended that the program 
be continued in the 1992-93 school year. In addition, it is recommended that insen^ice meetings should be 
scheduled during a time period when rTX)st teachers are free to pa?ticipate. 
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FINAL EVALUATION REPORT 
LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT COMPONENT 
FULL DAY KINDERGARTEN 

1991-92 



Program Description 

The purpose of the 1991-92 Full Day Kindergarten (FDK) program was to improve the level of 
achievement of first-grade pupils by supplementing instruction at the kindergarten level. The results of a 
survey showed that respondents (parents and professional staff) ranked supplemental services to early 
childhood programs as the number one priority. The 1990-91 districtwkie test resufts showed 51.6% of 
grade 1 pupils scored at or below the 36th percentile in reading. The FDK program was an expansion of 
the regular kindergarten program which was required by the state minimum standards. 

Funding for this program was made available through the Elementary and Secondary Education Act - 
Chapter 2 of Title !. These funds were allocated for the school year 1991-92 to pay only for time beyond 
that required in the state minimum standards. 

The FDK Program was designed to enhance pupils' personal growth and achievement; to give 
instruction in pertonning and creative arts, humanities, and ethics; to provide activities in physical fitness 
and health; and to give the pupils the experience of participating in community service projects. To 
accomplish this, the program provided an additbnal half-day of kindergarten experience for pupils to 
participate in rTK>re language enrichment activities and to have more opportunities to participate in activities 
of group learning. (ESEA Chapter 2 FY-92 Program Application, 1991). 

The Full Day Kindergarten program was located in 14 elementary schools. Forty-six teachers served 
952 pupils. Because Chapter 2 funded only the time beyond that required in the minimum standards, the 
46 teachers served either half-time or quarter-time depending on their class assignment. (36 teachers were 
.5 full time equivalency (FTE) and 10 were .25 FTE teachers). This gave a full time equivalency (FTE) of 
20.5 teachers in the program. 

Scriools Served by the Full Day Kindergarten Program 



Brentnell Fairwood Salem 

Clarfiekj Fifth Avenue South Mifflin 

Douglas Gladstone Westgate 

Linden Pari< Hamilton Windsor 

Fair Leawood 



Full Day Kindergarten teachers provided instmction for an average of 27.5 hours per week to pupils in 
the evaluation sample. Each teacher's class size was dependent upon assignment of pupils by the 
building administration. All kindergarten pupils within selected schools were sen/ed. 
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Evaluation Design 

Objective 

One program objective was devebped for the Full Day Kind€^rgarten program as foHows: 

At least 50 percent of the kindergarten pupils who attend the program at least 80 percent of the 
instructional period will demonstrate an awareness of early concepts about print such that they will 
successfully complete at least 12 of 17 items on the Balloons test. Successful completion of at least 
1 2 of 1 7 items is considered appropriate for promotion to gi ade 1 . 

For evaluation purposes, the instmctional period for the Full Day Kindergarten program began on 
September 30, 1991, and continued through April 3, 1992. This gave 117 days for pupil service days 
(enrollment). Pupils must have attended at least 94 days (80%) during the time period to be in the 
evaluation sample for the criterion-referenced spring test analysis. 

Instmments 

The evaluation design provided for the collection of oata in two areas of operation for the overall 
program: pupil demographic information and achievement irrformation. In addition, data were collected for 
the orientation inservice meeting. Copies of the instalments used to collect the data can be found in the 
Appendixes A-F. 

1. Pupil Census Instruments 

Pu pil At to pdance Card. At the beginning of the 1991-92 school year, teachers used the regular 
Attendar.je Card provided by the Columbus Publiz Schools to keep pupil service data. They 
maintained pupil personal data (name, sex. birthdate. ethnicity or race, parent infonmation, and health 
informatton) as well as school data regarding absences (full-day or half -day), grade, homeroom, and 
student number (see page 12, Appendix A for a sampjie). 

Student Administrative Networi< (SAN) Retx)rt . During the 1991-92 school year, the Columbus Public 
Schools pitoted and implemented a computer database system for enrollment and attendance record 
keeping for elementary schools. Six elementary schools piloted the system. All schools were 
requirea to maintain attendance records; but until the Student AdministratK^e Metwori< (SAN) system 
was fully implemented, schools used the regular Pupil Attendance Cards to record pupil infonnation. 
By the end of the school year, all schools (not just the original six pitot schools) were required to have 
attendance and enrollment informatton key entered on the SAN system. A sample of the computer 
report can be found on page 14 of Appendix B. 

P upil Roster 1991-92 . In Febmary 1992 a computer-generated roster of kindergarten pupils sorted by 
school, teacher's social security nurrtoer. and student name was sent to program teachers. They 
checked (X) all names of pupils enrolled and served during the 1991-92 school year (see page 16. 
^kppendix C for a copy). 

Pupil Data Sheet . The Pupil Data Sheet (see page 18, Appendix D) was developed to help the 
Department of Program Evaluation collect endof-year summary data from teachers. The instrument 
was used to collect the foltowing information: identificatton of pupils who were English speaking; 
subjective teacher ratings of pupil progress; the number of hours of instmction per week; the nurrtjer 
of possible days scheduled; days of absence; aixi the score for Balloons, the criterion-referenced 
spring test. 
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2. Criterion-Referenced Spring Test Instmment 

Ballcx)ns: A Concepts About Print Assessment . The Balloons test was selected from the Kindergarten 

Assessment Portfolio^ which was developed and written for the Columbus Public School district, to 
measure pupils' concepts about print. Balloons, a trade book written by Nancy A. Stuck, a 
pseudonym for two program coordinators, is comprised of 17 tasks designed to measure pupils' 
concepts about print. These tasks were based solely on the research and two trade books by Cr. 
Marie M. Clay (1972, 1979, 1985). 

The Concepts About Print tasks were administered to Full Day Kindergarten pupils as a criterion- 
referenced spring test. Spring tests were administerec' by program teachers during the week of April 6-10, 
1992. See Table 1 for a description of the criterion-referenced spring test measure and Appendix E, pages 
20-21 , to see a copy of the criterion-referenced spring test scoring sheet. 



Table 1 

Uescription of Criterion-Referenced Spring Test 
for the Chapter 2 Full Day Kindergarten Program 
1991-92 



Criterion-Referenced Spring Test 



Number Recommended Criterion for 
Grade Test of items Promotion to Grade 1 



K BaJsoos Tasks 17 1 2 of 1 7 



In addition to the types of data specified in the evaluation design, data from the orientation inservice 
meeting and process evaluation, specifically teachers' record-keeping for days of scheduled service 
(enrollment) and days of service (attendance), were obtained and findings are discussed later in this report. 

3. Inservice Evaluation Instrument 

Orientation Inservice Evaluation Form . The locally devek>ped Orientation Inservice Evaluation Forni 
was designed to obtain teacher perceptions regarding the orientation insen/ice session. Th e form was 
administered to participants at the close of the orientatbn session heW for Full Day Kindergarten 
teachers on August 21 . 1991 . For a copy of the forni see pages 23-24, Appendix F. 

Major Findings 

The Chapter 2 Full Day Kindergarten program, which was an expansbn of the regular Kindergarten 
program, was implemented to irrjprove the level of achievement of first-grade pupils by providing an extra 
hatf-day of instruction at the Kindergarten level. Rrxiings from the pupil census information, analysis of the 
criterion-referenced spring test performance, insen/ice information, and process evaluation infonnation are 
discussed in the following nanative. 



ERIC 



P:\P579\FDKFIN92 
7-8-93 2:04 PM 



4 



Pupil Census Information 

Four different instruments were used to collect pupil census infonnnation. These were described earlier 
in the Evaluation Design section of this report. Full Day Kindergarten program teachers kept attendarrce 
records, pupil rosters, and conrpleted an end-of-the year summary fomi. Service infonnation is given in 
Table 2. 

Table 2 shows that a total of 952 pupils (472 girls and 480 boys) was served by the ESEA Chapter 2 
Full Day Kindergarten program. Of the 952 pupils sensed, 939 (98.6%) were English speaking and 2 
(0.2%) were identified as special education pupils. Of the 117 possible days to schedule instruction, the 
average days scheduled (enrollment) was 106.3. The average number of days pupils were served 
(attendance) was 98.9. Within the program, daily membership averaged 865.1 pupils served for an 
average of 27.5 hours of instruction per week. 

The Pupil Data Sheet, which was used to collect the above information at the end of the year, also 
included teacher subjective ratings of pupil progress as pupils exited the program. The descriptors for the 
progress ratings were Much. Some, and None. Of the 952 pupils sensed in the program, 664 (69.7%) were 
rated by their teachers as making Much progress, 264 (27.7%) as making Some progress, and 24 (2.5%) 
as making no progress (None) . 

Criterion-Referenced Soring Test Information 

The Full Day Kindergarten evaluation sample for the Balkx)ns posttest, a criterion-referenced measure 
testing a pupil's concepts about print, was comprised of pupils who were in the treatment group (those who 
had attended 80 percent of the program days) and had a posttest score. Of the 952 pupils served, 775 
(81.4%) met the attendance criterion for the treatn^ent group, and 860 (90.3%) pupils met the criterion for 
the posttest. Of the pupils served, 768 (80.6%) made the evaluatk)n sample by attending at least 80 
percent of the program days and receiving the Balloons posttest. 

The Concepts About Print tasks used for the posttest were based on the researcli of Clay (1985). 
However, instead of using Clay's trade books (1972, 1979) as the stimuli for the tasks, a new trade book 
Balloon s was written and illustrated by two Federal and State Program coordinators, Burgin and Stuck, 
(1988) under the pseudonym, Nancy A. Stuck. 

The criterion -referenced test of 17 items was designed for two purposes: to measure a pupil's 
understanding of concepts about print and to provide for the kx:al school district's needs to measure 
children's progress. The test was individually administered and was scored by checking YES or NO 
according to each pupil's response. The pupil was asked to identify, by pointing, such things as the front 
cover of the book, any part of a page with text, the word "I," left to right movement across top line of print, 
the word "and." any place on page 6, one letter, and two words, etc. Another group of items asked the chikl 
to read and point. 

To meet the perfomiance criterion for Objective 1 .0 at least 50 percent of the pupils had to have 12 of 
17 items correct on the Balkxpns. This level of achievement was defined as being appropriate for a 
kindergarten pupil to be promoted to grade 1. The analysis of raw scores included mininuim, maximum, 
median. rrxxJe and number and percent of pupils meeting the perfomiance criterion. 

Table 3 shows the results of the item analysis for the criterion-referenced test. Of the pupils in the 
evaluatbn sample. 337 (43.9%) completed all 17 stems successfully, with the raw scores ranging from a 
minimum of 1.0 to a maximum of 17.0. The median score was 16.0 which included all pupils up to and 
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including 56.1% of the sample. The nxxJe (the most frequent score) was 1 7.0. The perfomiance criteria for 
Objective 1.0 were met by 676 (88.0%) of the pupils in the evaluation sample. Therefore, Objective 1.0 
was met. 

Inservice Evaluation Information 

An orientation meeting was held on August 21, 1991 to inform the Full Day Kindergarten teachers 
about program guidelines and funding. The Orientation Inservice Evaluation Form {see Appendix E, pages 
23-24) was completed by program teachers. 

At the orientation meeting, Full Day Kindergarten teachers were guided through the Kindergarten 
Assessment Portfolio which included an overview of the required instructional assessments and the 
evaluation requirement for the Balloons spring test. The orientation interim report was fonrt/arded to 
Fec<':ral and State Progranos and is available on request. 

Of the program teachers attending the inservice meeting^ 24 retumed evaluation forms. Participants 
were asked to rate the statements on the Orientation Inservice Evaluation Fonm on a scale from strongly 
disagree (1) to strongly agree (5). Four of six questions pertained to the overall inservice meeting and 
received ratings ranging from 4.5, There was time to ask questtons," to 4.3, "Meeting was very worthwhile." 
Teachers were also asked three open-ended questtons: a) What was the most valuable part of the 
meeting? b) What was the least valuable part of this meeting? and c) What additional infonreitton or 
topics wouW you like to see covered in future meetings? Of the three open-ended questions only one 
received 5 or more comnnents. This question deatt with the least valuable part of the meeting: Teachers 
said that they thought it was all valuable. 

Process Evaluation Infomnatton 

Process evaluation for the FDK program focused primarily on monitoring of records detailing pupi! 
service. Because the Full Day Kindergarten (FDK) program was staffed with regular classroom teachers 
who were assigned to the FDK program for only a portwn of their day, the regular Attendance Cards and 
the Student Administrative Network System Reports sen/ed as the instruments to collect program service 
data. 

Process evaluation was accomplished by having all FDK Chapter 2 teachers submit a random sample 
of their attendance records for review in November, 1991 and again in February 1992. The sampling 
procedure consisted of program teachers alphabetizing the records of their pupils, selecting every third 
record, and submitting the records to their project evaluatton specialist for review. 

A checklist was used to record any problems noted with teachers' attendance-keeping procedures. 
The evaluatbn specialist highlighted problem areas on the records and made anecdotal notes when 
evaluating the data on the Attendance Cards or the SAN Reports. After the records were reviewed, 
teachers who had questionable records were scheduled for telephone conferences to discuss the 
problem(s). During these telephone conferences, any problenrts were discussed and ameliorated. Since 
the FDK program teachers were using their regular Attendance Cards and SAN procedures, the purpose of 
the review was, in part, to make sure records were, in fact, available. 

In March 1992, Pupil Rosters were collected. See Appendix C, page 16 for sanrple. These were used 
to generate the Pupil Data Sheets for program pupils. Pupil Data Sheets provkied summary infonreitton 
from the sen/ice records. 
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Summary 

A total of 952 pupils was served for an average of 27.5 hours of instruction per week by the Chapter 2 
Full Day Kindergarten program during the 1991-92 school yean Average daily menribership in the overall 
program was 865.1 . The average days scheduled (enrollment) per pupil was 1 06,3 days, and the average 
days served (attendance) per pupil was 98.9 days. Within the Chapter 2 FDK program, a total of 46 
teachers served in 14 schools, with 36 serving hatf-time and 10 serving quarter time. The full time 
equivalency was 20.5 funded teachers. The average number of pupils served per full time equivalency 
teacher was 46.4. Of the 952 pupils served, 775 pupils (81 ,4%) met the attendance criterion by attending 
at least 80 percent of the program days. 

Results of the Balloons posttest analyses included the minimum, maximum, median, and mode of the 
raw scores and the nunnber and percent of pupils meeting the performance criteria. The minimum raw 
score received was 1.0; the maximum was 17.0; the median was 16.0; and the nxxle was 17.0. Of the 768 
pupils in the evaluation sample (i.e., those who met the attendance criterion and received the Balloons 
posttest), 676 (88.0%) successfully completed 12 or nrore items on the Balloons test 

The criterion for performance for the evaluation sample was that at least 50 percent of the 
kindergarten pupils who attend the program at least 80 percent of the instructional period will demonstrate 
an awareness of eariy concepts about print such that they will successfully complete at least 12 of 17 Hems 
on the Balloons test. Successful completion of at least 12 of 17 Hems is considered appropriate for 
promotion to grade 1 . 

Since 676 (88.0%) pupils in the evaluation sample met the criteria for the objective. Objective 1 .0 was 

met. 

One insen/ice meeting (orientation) was held for Full Day Kindergarten teachers. The inservice 
interim report was forwarded to Federal and State Programs and is available on request. 

Process evaluation was accomplished for the program by reviewing a random sample of attendance 
records during November 1991 and February 1992. The purpose of the review was, in part, to make sure 
records were, in fact, available. In March 1992, Pupil Rosters were collected from which the Pupil Data 
Sheets were generated. These sheets provided summary infomiatton from the service records. 

Recommendations 



Based on the analyses of the criterion-referenced spring test performance for the Full Day 
Kindergarten program, it is strongly recommended that the program be continued in the 1992-93 school 
year. Two specif recommendations foltows: 

1. Insen/ice meetings should be scheduled during a time period when most teachers are free to 
participate. Release-time during the school year is difficuH to obtain because it involves assigning 
of substrtute teachers to cover classes. 

2. The FDK program served 952 pupils. The program goal was to enhance personal excellence of 
students and student achievement by giving an extra hatf-day of instruction. It is strongly 
recommended that this program be continued based on the results and the nurTt)er of pupils 
sen/ed. 
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Footnote 



Mhe Kindergarten Assessment Team under the direction of the Division of Curriculum and 
Instajction, Early Childhood Education Department, developed a packet of instalments called the 
Kindergarten Assessment Portfolio. This portfolio was written for the Columbus City School District under 
the direction of the Competency Based Education Department, Federal and State Programs and in 
conjunction with the Department of Program Evaluation in Summer 1991. The purpose of the packet of 
instruments was to assist the teacher in forming an accurate portrait of the total chikJ. 
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AT_TOTAL Douglas Alternative Elementary School 

04/10/1992 

Page: 8 Absence Totals in Homeroom/Name Sequence 07:27:48 

From OS/30/1991 To 04/03/1992 

Student Home Last Trans Counted Not Counted 

Number Student Name Grade Room In Date Absences Absences Tardy 





mS BRANDON 


00 -mm 


' 08/28/1991 


4 . 


00 


0 . 00 


0 .00 






00 an 


08/28/1991 


1 . 


00 


0 .00 


0 .00 




HILARY 


00 -WHSi 


08/28/199 1 


0 . 


00 


0 .00 


0 . 00 






00 mm 


t 08/28/1991 


14 . 


50 


0 .00 


1 .00 




wm mammmiu^, oain 


00 4MB 


08/28/1991 


4 . 


00 


0 .00 


0.00 




K OARELL 


00 


P 08/28/1991 


17 . 


50 


0.00 


3.00 




■* SANEQUA 


00 MM 


r 09/03/ 199 1 


6 . 


00 


0.00 


3 . OC 




■VVH^B, JASON 


00 


? 08/28/1991 


0 . 


00 


0 .00 


0.00 




■K fMnaV/ GARL 


00 MM 


. 08/28/1991 


5 . 


00 


0 .00 


3 . 00 




TOTALS FOR HOMEROOM FlOl 




170 . 


00 


0 .00 


37 .00 






00 «Hi 


f 08/28/1991 


7 . 


50 


0.00 


0 .00 






00 MM 


f 08/28/1991 


17 . 


50 


0.00 


0 . 00 




WmUttKB, SHANE 


00 ^tm 


► 08/28/1991 


5 . 


00 


0 .00 


1 .00 




■B WKKMKm, OOUGLA 


00 HM 


1 08/28/1991 


9 , 


00 


0 . 00 


0 . OC 




■WHMHBl/ EVAN 


00 MM 


) 08/28/1991 


3 , 


50 


0 . 00 


3.00 




■PfBHV, DAVID 


00 MM 


1 08/28/199 1 


6 . 


50 


0.00 


1 . 00 






00 MM 


1 08/28/199 1 


1 1 


00 


0.00 


4 . 00 




m^^mmm, 'sarah 


00 MM 


> 08/28/199 1 


1 


00 


0.00 


1 . 00 






00 MM 


\ 08/28/1991 


6 


00 


0.00 


1 . 00 






00 MB 


t 08/28/1991 


4 


50 


0 . 00 


1 . 00 




■» WKHB^f DEZJUAN 


00 mi 


I 08/29/1991 


8 


00 


0.00 


1 . 00 






00 nam 


I 08/28/1991 


2 


.50 


0.00 


0.00 




Ik^ mttU^ ' GEORGE 


00 MM 


t 08/28/1991 


5 


. 00 


0 . 00 


0 . 00 




!■» tMV/ SHANIKA 


00 iMI 


► 08/28/1991 


1 


. 00 


. 0 0 


0.00 






00 MM 


[ 08/28/ 199 1 


6 


. 50 


0.00 


0 . 00 




■ViWMHHff DATES 


00 MM 


^ 08/28/1991 
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. 00 


0.00 


1.00 




MMMK / BRANDO 


00 MM 


» 08/28/1991 


8 


. 00 


0 .00 


0.00 
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g 08/28/1991 


14 


.00 


0.00 


0.00 
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00 MM 


t 08/28/1991 


8 
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0 .00 


0.00 
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^ 08/28/1991 


18 
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0.00 
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00 
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6 


. 00 


0.00 


0.00 
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00 fMM 


» 08/28/1991 


5 


. 00 


0 .00 


0.00 




MB «HB< CAROLINE 


00 MM 


P 08/28/1991 


8 


. 00 


0.00 


0.00 
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00 


P 08/28/1991 


13 


.00 


0.00 


1.00 




MB mmmmm., josep 


00 Mi 


f 08/28/1991 


20 


. 00 


0.00 


3. 00 




TOTALS FOR HOMEROOM F102 




197 


.50 


0.00 


18.00 




GRAND TOTALS 






2011 


.50 


1.00 


508.00 



Total students printed = 361 
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SHEET 

1 



SCHOOL CODE 3^0 



Columbus Public Schools 
Compensatory Education Programs 

PUPIL DATA SHEET 

PROGRAM CODE 92001 
FULL DAY KINOERGARTN 



AprI 1 15. 1992 
13:53 



SSN 



1 . STUDENT NAME 

2. STUDENT NO. 

3. PUPI L PROGRESS 




SONYA M 

grade 00 birthoate 
'none some much 



Ok 85 



k. HOURS PER WEEK OF INSTRUCTION 

5. IS THIS PUPIL ENGLISH SPEAKING? NO YES 
ATTENDENCE CARD METHOD ONLY: 



6. NUMBER DP DAYS SERVICE SCHEDULED 
(CAREFULLY READ INSTRUCTIONS) 



7. NUMBER OF FULL DAY ABSENCES (i.e. 
(CAREFULLY READ INSTRUCTIONS) 



8. NUMBER OF HALF DAY ABSENCES (i.e. 
(CAREFULLY READ INSTRUCTIONS) 



SAN SYSTEM METHOD ONLY: 



9. NUMBER OF DAYS SERVICE SCHEDULED 
(CAREFULLY READ INSTRUCTIONS) 



10. NUMBER OF DAYS ABSENT 

(CAREFULLY READ INSTRUCTIONS) 



THRU Ot»-03-92 



X) 



THRU Oi*-03-92 



BALLOONS TEST: 

I 1 . BALLOONS SCORE 



OF POSSIBLE 17. 
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Deoartnent of Proaram Evaluation 
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ESEA CHAPTER 1 , CHAPTER 2, AND DPPF 
ORIENTATION INSERVICE EVALUATION FORM 
1991-92 ORIENTATION 



Date of Orientation Meeting ^ A.M. P.M._ 

Circle only the program(s} you are in: 

ESEA Chapter 2 Program: 

(1) FDK 
ESEA Chapter 1 Programs: 

(2) ADK 

(3) Reading-Elementary (2-5) 

(4) Mathematics-Elementary (3-5) 

(5) Reading-Middle School (6-8) 

(6) Mathematics-Middle School (6-8) 

(7) NorD(M2) 

(8) Nonpublic (1-8) 

(9) Reading Recovery (1) 
(10) Chap. 1 Early Literacy (1-2) 

Circle the number that indicates the extent to which you agree with statements 1 -4, in rating the overall day 
of inservice. 



DPPF Programs: 

(1 1) Instructional Assistant - K 

(12) Instructional Assistant - 1 

(13) Early Literacy (2) 



Other (Specify) 
(14) 



Strongly 
Agree 



Agree Undecided 



1 . I think this was a very worthwhile 
insen/ice. 

2. The information presented in this 
insen/ice will assist me in my program. 

3. There was time to ask questions 
pertaining to the presentations. 

4. Questions were answered adequately. 

Circle the number that indicates how you would rate each of the following portions of today's inservice in 
regard to interest and usefulness of presentations. 



5 

5 



4 

4 



3 
3 



Disagree 

2 

2 

2 
2 



Strongly 
Disagree 



Superior Excellent Good 



5. Program Coordinators' Presentation 

a. Interest 

b. Usefulness 

c. Clarity of instructions 



5 
5 



4 
4 



3 
3 



Fair 



2 
2 



Poor 



Please turn over for questions 6-9 



ERIC 
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Superior Excellent Good Fair Poor 

6. Evaluation Presentation 

a. Interest 5 4 3 2 1 

b. Usefulness 5 4 3 2 1 

c. Clarity of instructions 5 4 3 2 1 

7, What was the most valuable part of this meeting? 



8, What was the least v aluable part of this meeting? 



9. What additional infonnation or topics would you like to see covered in future meetings? 
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